Beach Tar Accumulation at Coal Oil Point, CA: Distribution, Variation, and Possible Sources
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e ¥ - Wind data at 5 min resolution from Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District’s West
Campus Weather Station (WCS)
L B - Swell data at 30 min resolution from University of California, San Diego’s
Coastal Data Information Program buoy #107
- Current data at 1 hr resolution from Coastal Ocean Dynamic Application Radar (CODAR) of
Interdiciplinary Oceanography Group at University of California, Santa Barbara
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